
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING--January 13, 1965 

Appeal No. 8044 Mark Kabik, appe l l an t .  

Zoning Administrator  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee .  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d  t h e  fol lowing Order 
was en te red  on January 13, 1965: 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  permission t o  provide accessory o f f - s t r e e t  parking 
l e s s  than  t h r e e  f e e t  from bui ld ing  l i n e ;  t e n  f e e t  from mul t ip l e  dwell ing and i n  
f r o n t  of bu i ld ing  and f o r  a  va r i ance  from provis ions  of paragraph 7206.7 of Zoning 
Regulat ions t o  permit a driveway l e s s  than  fou r t een  f e e t  i n  width a t  4836 For t  
Tot ten  Drive, N.E., p a r c e l  124/120, square 3689, be denied: 

From t h e  records  and evidence adduced a t  t h e  hearing t h e  Board f i n d s  t h e  

fol lowing f a c t s :  

(1) The appe l l an t  w i l l  r e t a i n  an  e x i s t i n g  one-family dwelling loca t ed  on 

t h e  f r o n t  p a r t  of t h e  l o t .  

(2) An apartment bui ld ing  i s  proposed t o  be loca t ed  on t h e  r e a r  p a r t  of t h e  

l o t  f o r  which 21 parking spaces a r e  required.  Nine of t h e  parking spaces w i l l  

be i n  f r o n t  of t h e  one-family dwell ing and one f o o t  from s a i d  bui lding.  The 

remaining 12  parking spaces w i l l  be grouped around t h e  apartment bu i ld ing  and 

reached by way of a  12 f o o t  wide d r i v e  running p a r r a l l e l  t o  and loca ted  one foo t  

from t h e  n o r t h  s i d e  of t h e  one-family dwelling. To provide veh icu la r  access  t o  

t h e  main en t rance  of t h e  apartment bui ld ing  a  paved d r i v e  about 33 f e e t  wide w i l l  

be i n s t a l l e d  contiguous with and running t h e  width of t h e  r e a r  of t h e  one-family 

dwelling. This combination of driveways and parking w i l l  envelop t h e  one-family 

dwelling on t h r e e  s ides .  

(3) The s i z e  and narrowness of t h e  l o t  t oge the r  wi th  t h e  l o c a t i o n  of t h e  

e x i s t i n g  s ingle-family dwelling c r e a t  problems i n  providing adequate driveways 

and parking. 

(4)  There was no ob jec t ion  t o  t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal  r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  

hearing.  



Appeal No. 8044 continued 

OPINION : 

We a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h i s  appeal  cannot be granted  without  s u b s t a n t i a l  

detr iment  t o  t h e  pub l i c  good and without s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impairing t h e  i n t e n t ,  

purpose and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zoning p l an  a s  embodied i n  t h e  zoning r egu la t ions  

and map. The ~ o a r d  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  concerned with m u l t i p l i c i t y  of var iances  

t h a t  would be r equ i r ed  and t h e  proposed r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  driveways, 

parking and s ingle-family dwelling. 


